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Nationalist Comment 


WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


A moment in history 

History was made in the Millwall Ward of 
the London Borough of Tower Hamlets on 
the 16th of last month, when Derek Beackon 
became the first ever British National Party 
candidate to win public office. In a by- 
election to Tower Hamlets Council Mr. 
Beackon obtained 1,480 votes, thereby 
beating the Labour candidate by seven votes. 
The BNP vote represented 33.9 per cent of 
the poll. An earthquake had hit British 
politics the tremors of which are likely to 
reverberate for many months, even years. 

No sooner had the result been announced 
than it became the major news item through- 
out Britain. It dominated TV news broad- 
casts on all channels during the following 
day, as well as making front-page headlines 
in most of the major newspapers. Scarcely 
had the count at the local town hall ended 
before leading public figures began jostling 
- one another in the queue to condemn the 
BNP and lambast the electors of Millwall 
Ward for voting for it. Home Secretary 
Michael Howard, himself a member of one 


of the ethnic minorities, said: ‘‘I deplore the 
election of any candidate who does not 
recognise that all sections of our community 
have equal rights under the law.’’ Environ- 
ment Secretary John Gummer was not far 
behind, describing the BNP as “ʻa 
thoroughly nasty party, not part of the 
normal democratic life.’’ And he continued, 
in insulting reference to the electors of 
Millwall Ward: ‘‘... not a party that honest 
or responsible people can support... I very, 
very much deplore the fact that people voted 
for it.” Later, Prime Minister Major himself 
interrupted his Downing Street summit 
meeting with Australian Premier Keating to 


' proclaim that Derek Beackon’s East End 


Roan 


victory was ‘‘an unfortunate result’’ and that 
‘*there is no place in our society for those 
sort of policies.’’ Finally the Archbishop of 
Canterbury joined in the chorus against the 
BNP, yammering that its ‘‘evil policies 
undermine the peace and stability of 
democracy.”’ 

What greater accolade could our party 
receive than the opprobrium of such 
people?!!! 

All this having been said, it is time to 
stand back and look at the Millwall result 
with a cool and clinical political eye. Here 
was an election fought in a very tiny 
municipal area of Inner London. It was not 
even an election to parliament, merely one 
to a local borough council, and an idea of 
the. small scale of the affair can be gleaned 
from the fact that the total votes cast 
numbered a mere 4,371. Yet the outcome of 
this election immediately became the 
dominating talking point in national politics 
the following day, not to say a raging 
national issue of huge dimensions in the days 
after. It is still such an issue now, and is 
likely to remain so for some considerable 
time — probably permanently. 

Why then has this happened? Why is such 
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DEREK BEACKON 
Seen here just after the announcement of 
his great victory. The BNP triumph in 
Tower Hamlets has caused shock and rage 
amongst the party’s opponents. 


a small election result considered worthy of 
comment by the Prime Minister, the Home 
Secretary and the Primate of the Church of 
England, to say nothing of the many other 
eminences who have been passing judgement 
on it in the ensuing weeks? 

Before dealing with this question we 
should look at a second one, emerging from 
out of the quite hysterical media response to 
the result. The pages of the newspapers in 
the following days were dominated with 
vitriolic attacks on the BNP, Derek Beackon 


` and the ‘racists’ of Millwall Ward who had 


voted for him. And, as one TV news 
bulletin emphasised in the opening words of 
its announcer, ‘‘All three major parties” 
joined together in condemnation of the BNP 
victory. 

Here was a properly constituted election 


_ taking place in a country that is supposed to 


be a ‘democracy’. The voters, whether one 


- thinks rightly or wrongly, made their choice 


and returned a BNP representative to the 
local council. What is so disgraceful about 
that? Spokesmen of the other parties are 
entitled to disagree with this choice; what 
they are not entitled to do is speak of it as if 
it were some act of criminality — to be 
greeted with a crescendo of condemnation 
from the nation’s leading politicians and 


_ prelates. Just what the hell is going on in 


our country when such a perfectly legitimate 
verdict of an electorate should meet with this 


_ kind of frenzied reaction? 


_ The message of this outburst would seem 
to be clear. The ‘establishment’ in this 
country has for decades enjoyed a monopoly 


_ of political power in as much as three main 


parties, all of broadly similar ideological 


orientation and all thoroughly subordinate to 
its commands, have been in total control. A 
challenge to that control, even though it be 


of very small dimensions, is something not 


to be tolerated. Here the mask of ‘demo- 
cracy’ has glaringly slipped. Someone has 
thrown an embarrassing spanner into the 
works of this cosy racket that has ruled the 
political scene for so long. Such outrageous 
nonconformity cannot be permitted! 

Here it is apposite to return to the earlier 
question: why such a fuss over such a small 
event? 

The simple answer to that question is that 
those making the fuss realise full well that 
the BNP’s election victory at Tower Hamlets 
is definitely not a small event. In its 
immediate political consequences — one 
representative on one borough council — it 
may indeed be small, but in its wider and 
longer-term ramifications the party’s triumph 
is enormous. 

For many years, the BNP’s actual policies 
have enjoyed growing support among the 
British public, support that now is probably 
numbered in many millions. This support 
has not up to now materialised into election 
success for the simple reason that potential 
BNP voters have not believed the party 
capable of winning anything. Year in, year 
out, party campaigners at electioon time 
have met with the same response: ‘‘I 
sympathise with your policies but I shan’t 
vote for you because that would be a wasted 
vote.” In this way the BNP has been 
prevented from growing into a mass 
movement on the scale of those in Germany, 
France and Italy. 

Just one electoral victory, even if not a 
big one, will demonstrate to millions of 
people around Britain that the BNP is 
capable of winning, that a vote for it may 
well not be wasted. If it can win Millwall 
Ward in Tower Hamlets, it can win other 
wards in that same borough — wards where 
in the past its votes, while quite good, would 
have been even better if the voters thought 
its candidates had a chance of being elected. 

And if it can establish a pattern of 
winning seats in Tower Hamlets, it can 
begin to do so elsewhere in London — and 
far beyond. | j 

Success is infectious. It spreads quickly. 
And it infuses those dedicated to a great 
cause with the enthusiasm to persevere and 
redouble their efforts. 

This magazine has been campaigning for 
the cause of British Nationalism for nearly 
29 years, for the last 11 years in support of 
the British National Party. 

During the near three decades of our 
existence we have witnessed many thousands 
of people joining nationalist parties, only 
later to drop out in despair and disill- 
usionment because of these parties’ constant 
electoral failure. 

We have also known that thousands more 
whose proper place is in the nationalist 
movement have preferred to remain in the 
old parties — not because they are happy 
there but only because through these parties 
alone has there existed any chance of seats 


in parliament and local government, any 
chance of power. 

Now all this is set to change. 

One demonstration that an openly nation- 
alist party, slandered as it is by the media, 
can win an election, and that can provide a 
spark out of which a mighty fire may be set 
alight. 

Our enemies know this only too well. And 
that is why they are shattered by the BNP 
victory at Tower Hamlets. That victory has 
dashed out of their hands the one surviving 
weapon they had to wield against us: the 
argument that we are losers. 

Spearhead congratulates Derek Beackon, 
his agent Dave King, BNP Elections Officer 
and Campaigns Organiser Eddy Butler and 
everyone else in the Tower Hamlets team on 
a magnificent and historic victory. Their 
achievement marks the most tremendous step 
forward the party has ever made. And if 
ever this assertion should be questioned, 
proof of it can be found in the screams of 
alarm and dismay emitting from the ranks of 
those who have misgoverned and misled the 
British people for so long. 


Paddy’s ‘racist’ tendency 


Not the least of the many satisfying 
features of the Tower Hamlets by-election 
was the spate of recriminations between 
opposing parties that broke forth after the 
BNP victory had been announced. ‘‘It’s all 
your fault,’ Labour accused the Liberal 
Democrats. ‘‘No, it’s all yours,” the Liberal 
Democrats retorted. 

This mutual bitching began with alleg- 
ations by Labour that the Liberal Democrats 
had attempted to steal the ‘racist’ vote by 
putting out leaflets which, to some, read like 
slightly watered-down versions of BNP 
policy. One such leaflet said that housing in 
the Isle of Dogs (in which the ward is 
situated) should be passed on to sons and 
daughters, in effect keeping the area white. 
Another attacked the Campaign for Racial 
Equality, saying: ‘‘What Islanders want is 
important, not what the CRE wants’’ (a 
racist statement in the eyes of some Labour- 
ites!). Yet another asked voters what benefit 
they had reaped from a £175,000 grant to a 
Bangladeshi youth movement. Shocking 
racism again! 

All this, said Labour, made the racism of 
the BNP ‘respectable’. Others, of course, 
might say that it hindered the BNP by taking 
votes away from the party. But that is by the 
way. | 

The Liberal Democrats hit back by 
accusing Labour of producing ‘bogus’ 
canvassing figures which exaggerated the 
BNP’s support, thus creating a ‘band- 
waggon’ effect for Derek Beackon. The 
object of the Labour exercise, said the 
LibDems, was to deflect votes from them to 
Labour. What Labour was in effect saying 
was: ‘‘The BNP could win this election. 
Labour has the best chance of stopping 
them, so don’t split the antr-BNP vote by 
voting Liberal Democrat.”’ 

Liberal Democrat leader Paddy Ashdown, 


who has built his political career on a 
reputation for being a dedicated ‘anti-racist’ 
reacted with pained innocence to the Labour 
claims that his party had employed ‘racist’ 
leaflets. He announced he would hold an 
immediate investigation into the affair and 
that, if it was found that his local cam- 
paigners had knowingly employed ‘racist’ 
tactics to head off the BNP challenge, strong 
disciplinary action would be taken against 
them. All this implied of course that if the 
Tower Hamlets LibDems had used ‘racist’ 
propaganda it was without Paddy’s know- 
ledge or consent. 

We consider this to be poppycock and 
humbug. In fact, the record shows that for 
some time before the recent by-election the 
Liberal Democrats in Tower Hamlets, fright- 
ened of growing support for the BNP, had 
been putting out leaflets at election time with 
a pitch very similar to those used last month, 
accusing Labour, by innuendo if not by 
outright statement of fact, of giving special 
housing preference to Asians. Labour raised 
a storm about these leaflets a year or two 
ago, and news of them must have reached 
Paddy for him to have every opportunity of 
investigating them and having them stopped. 

He did not do so, and this reveals him as 
a typically cynical, scheming political oppor- 
tunist. He could see that his local party’s 
mildly ‘racist’ propaganda was effective in 
taking votes from the BNP and Labour 
(Liberal Democrats control the borough as a 
whole, although Labour had controlled 
Millwall Ward) and he chose to look the 
other way. 

Paddy’s ‘See no evil, hear no evil, speak 
no evil’ stance over these leaflets shows 
something of the sincerity of his passionate 
denunciations of ‘racism’ made from 
platforms of the Liberal Democrat Party all 
over Britain. And if Paddy stands revealed 
in this way it might be asked: how many 
other leading politicians who are heard 
attacking ‘racism’ from morning till night 
would be perfectly prepared to take a wholly 
opposite stance if it served their parties and 
careers to do so? 

As for the Liberal Democrats’ claim that 
Labour stories of BNP support enhanced the 
latter’s credibility and won it yet more 
support, that may well be so. If it is so, it 
just hammers home an important truth from 
which we should take great encouragement. 
It is our opponents’ petty squabbles and 
rivalries, and their desperation to score 
political points: against each other, which 
will be a big factor in assisting our eventual 
victory. The mutually destructive small 
tricks of the small-time racketeers of politics 
will clear the path for the final extinction of 
all of them! 


Australia and the Monarchy 
As these words are written, Australian 
Prime Minister Paul Keating is in Britain on 
a self-appointed mission to tell The Queen 
that he intends to campaign for the ditching 
of the Monarchy and the setting up of a 


Contd. overleaf 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


republic back home in Oz. This would seem 
to be rather a superfluous exercise, since 
Her Majesty must already be well aware of 
Mr. Keating’s intentions. 

The public ostentation of the Keating 
mission has led many media commentators, 
Down Under as well as here, to observe that 
the Australian Premier has raised the 
republic issue to distract the attention of his 
electorate to the appalling state to which his 
Government has reduced the country. 


This is no doubt true, but it is no doubt . 


equally true that Keating genuinely believes 
in the cause with which he has identified 
himself. He comes from the Irish Catholic 
community in Australia, many of whose 
members have outsize chips on their 
shoulders concerning Britain, a legacy 
handed down to them from Brit-hating 
Micks who migrated to the Antipodes in the 
19th and earlier 20th centuries having 
convinced themselves that Britain was to 
blame for all the ills of the Emerald Isle — 
a piece of mythology all too familiar to us at 
home. : 

But Keating is much more than just an 
embittered and bigoted Irisher. He is, like so 
many dwarfish politicians who clutter the 
world stage today, the creation of forces 
possessed of a political sophistication way 
above his head and many miles beyond his 
understanding — forces which, by an 
impressive capacity for patronage and 
manipulation, are able to make and unmake 
premiers, presidents, governments and 
climates of public opinion. We refer to those 
‘insiders’ whose commitment is to a ‘World 
Order’ in which the traditional nation-states 
as we have known them will disappear. 
Looking at Keating standing shoulder to 
shoulder beside John Major at a recent press 
conference outside 10 Downing Street, the 
viewer would be struck by how identical 
these two men were — if not in physical 
appearance then in almost every other 
feature: too-clever-by-half, grasping political 
careerists, eaten up by class prejudices and 
huge personal ambition, and with painfully 
small horizons which render them wholly 


incapable of understanding the great currents | 


of world history into which they have been 
cast as pieces of expendable driftwood. 
Keating fulminates about the need to sever 
Australia’s ties with the Monarchy in order 
to assert its new-found ‘nationhood’ and 
‘independence’. In fact, its independence has 
been well established for a long time. That 
independence existed in effective terms from 
the moment the former Australian colonies 
chad grown to a point at which it would have 
been impossible for Britain, from the other 
side of the world, to coerce them — in the 
unlikely event of her ever wishing to do so. 
This independence was later formalised 
when Australia obtained institutions of self- 
government which placed all de-facto power 


over her affairs in local hands. Notwith- 


standing this, it was her people’s deepest 
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instinct and wish to link themselves closely 
with their British Motherland out of free 
choice, regarding its interest as their 
interest, its wars as their wars, its victories 
as their victories. A declaration by Keating 
at some future date that Australia has 
become a republic will not make that 
country one jot more independent than it has 
been for many decades. 

As for ‘nationhood’, such a concept 
coming from the lips of the likes of Paul 
Keating is a joke. For the past two or three 
decades he and his predecessors have been 
working with single-minded dedication to 
destroy all the nationhood that Australia ever 
had. Third World immigrants have been 
imported into the country in vast numbers 
that have turned large parts of Sydney, 
Melbourne, Adelaide and Brisbane into alien 
multi-racial ghettos, exactly paralleling the 
United Kingdom model. Far from becoming 
a ‘nation’, Australia is in fact heading to be 
a cosmopolitan Babylon — and all with the 
full-hearted blessing of Keating and his ilk. 

At the same time, the Keating Govern- 
ment and others like it have been allowing 
Australian land and industry to be taken over 
lock, stock and barrel by Japanese and other 
Asian corporations, in the process rendering 
the country more and more an Asian 
economic colony. 

-And all this while Keating is prating on 
about national ‘independence’! 

A man who can strike public postures of 
this kind while his government is in fact 
working to totally opposite purposes is 
nothing but a political fraudster. 

Does it matter if Australia becomes a 
republic? Some newspapers over here which 
claim to have taken straw polls among the 
British public report that the majority 
couldn’t care'less. Well, if that be the truth 
— as it may well be — it just indicates how 
pathetically ill-informed most Britons are 


about the big wide world they live in. 


Australia covers a land area some thirty 
times the size of the United Kingdom and 
into which the whole of the countries of the 
European Community could be fitted at least 
threefold. She possesses almost all the 
minerals necessary for fuelling a modern 
economy, most of them in great abundance. 

Australia, unlike most of the nations of 
the EC, has an economy perfectly comple- 
mentary to that of Britain. She exports what 
we need and we export what she needs. A 
basis exists between us for a huge trade, 
which could be conducted without damage to 
the basic industries of either. Australia, New 
Zealand and the UK — leaving aside Canada 
just for the purpose of this discussion — 
could form a ‘Common Market’ of near to 
80 million with the resources necessary for 
almost total self-sufficiency. 

If the man in the street in Britain is 
oblivious to the potential contained in a close 
Anglo-Australian relationship, today’s 
manipulators of world power certainly are 
not. This is why they are pulling out all the 
stops to alienate the two countries from each 
other. One reason why they are enjoying 


such success is that they have virtually 
cornered the mass media in both Britain and 
Australia. With the use of the media, they 
have employed many lies to foster the myth 
that the two countries are destined inevitably 
to drift apart. One such lie concerns the 
population breakdown of contemporary 
Australia. 

In a recent analysis in The Guardian it 
was stated that only 38 per cent of present 
Australians are of British descent. This is 
blatantly untrue. Whether that figure was. 
based on people born in the British Isles or 
additionally on those whose parents were 
born here, the fact is that people of British 
ethnic origin in Australia still number app- 
roximately 75 per cent. This is a figure that 
has been supplied to us by reliable sources 
in that country. | 

And of New Zealand’s population of 314 
million the proportion of ethnic British is 
even higher. 

Notwithstanding that there are, through 
the folly of post-war politicians, substantial 
minorities in Australia and New Zealand 
with cultural roots wholly alien to Britain, 
the fact is that our ties of kinship with both 
of these countries are still a thousand times — 
greater than with the countries of the EC. 

Do these ties require the preservation of 
the Monarchy in Australia? In purely 
practical terms, they could survive without 
it. But to rely on this is to underestimate the 
importance of symbolism. 

Symbolism is part of the cement of 
tradition, and tradition is in turn part of the 
cement of national identity. The Monarchy, 
for whatever logical or illogical reason, is 
taken by most people to be one of the major 
symbols of the common national heritage of 
the countries of the former British Empire in 
which the core population group is Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic. Take it away, and the popular 
sense of that common heritage is greatly 
diminished. Those seeking to sever the 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples from each other 
know this only too well, and that is the 
reason for the republican campaign in 
Australia. 

Will this campaign succeed in getting 
national backing by the year 2001, as 
Premier Keating hopes it will? Very 
possibly. The people do not yet support it in 
a majority, but the most powerful opinion- 
forming bodies in the country do, and that 
will make it difficult for the tide of propa- 
ganda in its favour to be resisted. 

But practically all things done in politics 
can be undone. Britain became a republic for 
a short time after the death of Charles I, but 
then the Monarchy was later restored. 

Much more important than the Monarchy 
itself is the Anglo-Australian racial tie. The 
Monarchy is only important in so far as it is 
a symbol of that tie. 

Whether the latter can be preserved 
depends not: only on what happens in 
Australia but also, vitally, on what happens 
in Britain. A major change of policy in this 
country whereby we disengage from Europe 
and look again towards our real friends, 


partners and kinfolk in the world beyond, 
will greatly help to reinforce those in 
Australia who still look to us. 

Some would call this putting the clock 
back to the 19th century. We would prefer 
to call it putting the clock forward to the 
21st. 


Our 20th century idols 
Is ‘pop’ artist Michael Jackson a child- 


molester or is he not? This seemed at 


moments to become the most urgent inter- 
national question in late August and early 
September. We can recall several TV news 
bulletins in which it constituted the number- 
one item, with the announcer coming on 
screen, grave-faced, to tell the nation of the 
latest developments-in this controversy. Of 
course, the question is an important one to 


the families both of Jackson himself and of 


those youngsters whom he is accused of 
taking to bed for immoral purposes. No case 
of alleged child abuse is- to be treated 
lightly, for this is one of the most loath- 
some practices known to mankind. But-why 
the Jackson case, as distinct from thousands 
of others, should become the focus of world 
attention is something beyond any rational 
person’s understanding. Just who is this pip- 
sqeak? Is he Beethoven — or Bach? No, he 
is a pathetic little sexual freak of black 
parentage who has somehow contrived to 
make himself look white by means of pro- 
tracted cosmetic surgery over a number of 


years. He prances around a stage like a 


dervish, imitating jungle noises in a squeaky 
voice which some folk of strange tastes have 
dignified by calling music. By mass media 
manipulation, millions young and not so 
young people the world over, now even 
including Russia, have been taught to regard 
him as some kind of idol. 

Hence it becomes a major item of inter- 
national news when Mr. (Miss?) Jackson 
stands accused of trying to seduce a young 
boy of 13. A towering world figure is the 
centre of an unpleasant controversy, with his 
(her?) legions of hero-worshippers waiting 
with bated breath to find out the truth. 

This is the state of insanity to which we 
have been reduced as the 20th century 
totters towards its close. Is it all just a 
ghastly dream? Unfortunately not. 


What is happening 
in Russia? 

As we go to press this month, the latest 
reports from Moscow are of an eyeball-to- 
eyeball confrontation between the supporters 
and opponents of President Boris Yeltsin 
outside the parliament building in Moscow. 
This follows Yeltsin’s dissolution of parlia- 
ment and his proclamation that he intends to 
rule by decree, in other words assume 
powers approximating to those of a dictator. 
Parliament in the great majority has rejected 
this move, and its leaders now claim to be 
the legitimate rulers of the country. Both 
sides are vying for army support, with 
Yeltsin at the moment apparently winning 
the battle. 


As with all such conflicts in foreign parts, 
it is not easy for us here in Britain to form 
an accurate picture of what actually is 
happening and what are the real issues at 
stake. Had we an honest mass media, 
dedicated to an impartial presentation of the 
truth, this might be possible; but not in 
present circumstances. 

We have found, however, that there is a 
usually reliable formula in these confusing 
situations. It is to see which side the media 
in Britain are supporting, and then to deduce 
that that is probably the wrong side. Any 
political leader, or movement, anywhere in 
the world which earns even half the approval 
of the journalistic fraternity in this country 
has got to be more than slightly suspect. 
Journalists and broadcasters here clearly 
favour Yeltsin, and that is hardly a recom- 
mendation. 

There is another factor that is worthy of 


comment. Yeltsin it is who had taken a 


dictatorial stand, while the Russian Parlia- 
ment would appear to represent the forces of 
‘democracy’. Yet John Major and other 
political leaders in this country are, like the 
media, mainly on the side of Yeltsin. Is this 
not an extraordinary stance for an establish- 
ment which is ever assuring us that it allies 
itself with ‘democratic’ forces, wherever 
they may be? 

We suggest the following answer to this 
riddle: the secret of Yeltsin’s support among 
the moneyed establishment of the West 
(which controls our politicians and journ- 
alists) is that his policies come the closest to 
meeting the demands of the architects of the 
‘New World Order’. Yeltsin wants to inter- 
nationalise the Russian economy, to tie 
Russia in with International Finance and to 
pursue reforms in Russia with the aid of 
massive international loans that will effect- 
ively destroy the country’s economic indep- 
endence. The forces of parliament are 
opposed to this, and want whatever reforms 
are carried out in the country to be pursued 
by Russians alone — in independence of 
outside powers. Forget for a moment that 
these forces include communists who want 
to reconstruct the old Soviet Union; that is 
not the main point. The main point is that 
the prospect of a resurgent and once-again 
powerful Russia, acting independently of the 
world bankers, is anathema to our rulers in 
the West. Hence their support of the dictat- 
orial Yeltsin against the apparently much 
more democratic forces of the country’s 
Parliament. 

This, no doubt, is a simplification of the 
issue. But we hazard a guess that it is none- 
theless not far from being correct. 


Man’s inhumanity to Man 


After an appalling ordeal lasting some 
seven years, John Demjanjuk is finally being 
released from Israeli captivity following the 
Israeli authorities’ complete failure to pro- 
duce any evidence linking him with alleged 
wartime ‘atrocities’. © 

Had virtually any other nation in the 
world been Demjanjuk’s captors during this 


NO COMPENSATION 
Demjanjuk at his ‘trial’ 


time, it would have delivered to him an 
impassioned public apology and compensated 
him generously for all his years of wrongful 
imprisonment — not to mention the 
appalling mental and physical suffering he 
must have undergone throughout that time as 
an elderly man contemplating the prospect of 
a death penalty for crimes he did not 
commit. And had any other nation failed to 
do this we can be quite sure that it would 
stand condemned as callous and barbaric by 
the so-called ‘international community’. 

But not only does Israel reject such a 
gesture, it adds final insult to injury by 
announcing that it is ‘deporting’ Demjanjuk 
back to the United States — as if he were 
nevertheless still a criminal, whatever the 
lack of evidence. If Demjanjuk is not proven 
guilty of the crimes of which he was 
accused, why is he being deported? To be 
sure, he is hardly likely to want to stay in 
Israel, but that is not the point. He should be 
allowed to leave as a free man at a time of 
his choosing and not under the shadow of 
compulsion. 

These people really do have to put the 
boot in, don’t they? 


Looking after their own 


Former Chancellor Norman Lamont, after 
presiding over a succession of catastrophes 
when at No. 11 Downing Street, will not 
suffer the fate most us suffer when due to 
incompetence we are sacked from our jobs 
and forced to live within vastly reduced 
means. 

Norman has been offered, and accepted, 
an appointment as non-executive director 
with the merchant bankers N.M. Rothschild 
at a salary of £55,000 a year. Exactly what 
he will be doing to earn this salary has not 
been specified in any of the reports we have 
seen of the appointment. But should anyone 
be so naive as to imagine that N.M. Roth- 


_ schilds are being less than businesslike in 


taking Norman on at such a fee, they should 
be informed of the facts of life in 20th 
century Britain. Fat pay-cheques of this kind 
are the bait that every aspirant politician sees 
dangled in front of his eyes when he 
assumes public office. It is good for the 
servants of ‘democracy’ to know that their 
masters will take care of them when their 
stint is done. That’s how the system works! 
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COULD MIGHT BE 


RIGHT AFTER ALL? 


JOHN TYNDALL reflects on a much misunderstood concept 


IN A COMMENTARY in our July issue 
which focused on the conflict in former 
Yugoslavia we expressed the view that 
outside powers, including Britain, should 
leave well alone, allowing the antagonists 
in the region to fight it out themselves. If 
the result of such a non-interventionist 
policy was that the Serbs, as the strongest 
faction, would impose their will on the 
others, so be it. The outcome could not 
possibly be worse than the present escal- 
ation of the war through the interference 
of outsiders. 

One reader, in reply to this, has said that 
our prescription sounds very much like 
advocacy of the principle that ‘Might is 
Right’. Well, far from issuing a pained 
denial, I am inclined to thank this corres- 
pondent for raising an issue which extends 
far beyond the present Balkan imbroglio. 
Supposing that we are making a case for 
God being on the side of the stronger 
battalions, is that a heresy of which we 
should be ashamed? 

For far too long, the high priests of 
liberalism have been allowed to go 
unchallenged in their tenancy of a particular 
piece of the moral high ground. I refer to 
their use of the argument that ‘Might is 
Right’ constitutes a thoroughly repugnant 
philosophy which all decent men and women 
must reject without question. Even those 


$ 


| THE EAGLE 
Lives by preying on smaller creatures, 
who in turn live by the same methods. 


who on most issues would oppose the 
liberals are generally loath to join battle with 
them over this one. How can any reasonable 
person even consider that great moral 
questions could be decided on the basis of 
superior force? On face value, that is a 
plausible question, and anyone who in 
political debate is able to place his opponent 
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in a position of seeming to favour such a 
rule is sure to gain a massive advantage. I 
would submit, however, that the issue is 
much less simple than liberals and inter- 
national moralists would make it appear. 

Of course, there are situations in which 
the ‘Might is Right’ theory is untenable 
beyond any possible dispute. If applied 
across the board, it could be cited as 
justification for the hefty young mugger who 
beats up a frail old lady in order to seize her 
pension money. Viewed in that context, the 
issue of whether might makes for right could 
not possibly give rise to two opinions. 

But such a cut-and-dried question should 
not blind us to the infinitely greater 
complexities that intrude into the argument 
when we examine political struggles — 
which themselves are subject to the same 
laws as those governing the world of nature. 


NATURAL PROCESS 


When the eagle swoops down from his 
mountain eyrie to pounce upon and devour 
some small and defenceless prey belonging 
to a weaker part of the animal kingdom, we 
may not enjoy the sight of the latter’s violent 
end if we happen to witness it. But neither 
do we elevate the incident into a raging 
‘moral’ issue. We understand and accept it 
as just part of the everyday process of 
selection and sustenance that occurs between 
the millions of species of creation. The 
victim of such an attack does not take on the 
status of a wronged party; assuming it is 
carniverous itself, it will doubtless have 
done exactly the same thing to a yet weaker 
creature in its own quest for food on many 
occasions. 

With due allowance for all the refine- 
ments of behaviour that place human 
societies far above those of the animal 
world, we should never lose sight of the 
truth that both are governed, in the final 
analysis, by the same laws. Every single 
national frontier, every claim on natural 
resources, every constituted government that 
exists in the world today owes its presence 
to some act, at a previous stage of history, 
in which the stronger dispossessed the 
weaker by exercise of superior force. No 
doubt, at every moment that this happened 
there will have been moral outrage 
expressed on behalf of the losing party in the 


exchange. That, however, provides no sure 


verdict that the loser was in the right, 
anymore than it establishes that the winner 
was in the right — when things are looked at 
from a purely moral standpoint. Across 
history, there have been disputed areas lying 
between bordering states: Transylvania, 
disputed between Rumania and Hungary; 


Macedonia, partly disputed between Greece 
and Bulgaria; Moldavia, disputed between 
Rumania and the Ukraine; Silesia, disputed 
between Germany and Poland; the Sudeten- 
land, disputed between Germany and the 
Czechs; the South Tyrol, disputed between 
Austria and Italy; Alsace-Lorraine, disputed 
between Germany and France. These are 
just a few among many, but they will suffice 
as examples. 

Each party to these disputes is doubtless 
able to make an historical and legal claim to 
legitimacy of possession which would sound 
impressive to any international. court, and 
which, regardless of that, has always 
managed to excite the self-righteous passion 
of liberal crusaders everywhere, who are 
never so ardent as when championing some 
patriotic cause far removed from their own 
shores. One here thinks of Lord Byron and 
the Greeks, T.E. Lawrence and the Arabs 
and Orde Wingate and the Jews. 

All this notwithstanding, there never has 
been, and never can be, any truly reliable 
criteria by which such claims can be judged. 
Right of first settlement, a popular one with 
liberal moralisers and global lawyers every- 
where, is seen as quite useless when thought 
through in the calm light of reason. Did the 
first settlers purchase the deeds on the land 
in the way that a man buys a house? No, 
either they took it by dispossessing yet 
earlier occupants — ordinarily by force, or 
at least the threat of force — or, if it was 
virgin land, established their claim on it by 
no higher qualification than first arrival. And 
what kind of qualification is that? We British 
were ‘first arrivals’ in a great many parts of 
the world hitherto apparently not inhabited. 
And why? Primarily because we were in 
possession of sea power which gave us a 
head-start on other, perhaps equally enter- 
prising, would-be discoverers. Just which 
nation had a ‘right’ to such land in the 
strictly legalistic sense never had anything to 
do with the actual way that it was acquired, 
colonised, developed and politically constit- 
uted. The former ‘right’ is anyway wholly 
impossible to establish — unless we enter 
some fantasy world in which territory and 
resources are allocated to nations equitably 
in accordance with numbers and needs. 


MIGHT, RIGHT AND THE 
IRISH QUESTION 

Here in Britain in our own backyard we 
have an issue which typifies the argument to 
perfection. It is the issue of Ireland. Who is 
right over the Irish Question? The answer is 
that each side is right when the question is 


looked at from its own particular point of 
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view. My father’s people were Irish Union- 
ists; it never occurred to them to view their 
homeland, which they all greatly loved, as 
an entity separate from the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland, which was the 
status-quo at the time my father was born. 
Irish they were, certainly, but they regarded 
themselves also as British. To them, patriot- 
ism, in the greater things, meant British 
patriotism, though that did not rule out Dad 
rooting for the Irish in a rugger match 
against England whilst I, for reasons of birth 
and residential habit, tended to do the 
opposite — always a matter of innocent fun 
between us. It never occurred to my father 
or his family to regard the British Army in 
Ireland as that of a foreign occupying 
power. It was their army just as much as it 
was the army of those on the British 
Mainland, and it was this army’s duty to 
protect the West of Britain (as they often 
called it) from those who would threaten it, 
whether from without or within. | 

But to the Irish Republican or Nationalist 
things appear in quite different focus. 
Ireland, and Ireland alone, is his nation and 
Britain is a foreign power, once occupying 
and oppressing all of it and now still occu- 
pying and oppressing a part of it. It is quite 
useless protesting to him that the majority in 
Northern Ireland wishes to remain British 
and not join a Nationalist Ireland; in his 
historical perspective that majority is an 
illegal occupier: it comprises the descendants 
of King James’ ‘Planters’ and the like, who 
were settled in the province for the purpose 
of ensuring Protestant ascendancy. This 
majority’s wish is therefore quite irrelevant 
to the issue. They can accept a United 
Ireland or get out. No use suggesting to our 
Irish Nationalist that those of his persuasion 
should accept a British Ulster or get out. His 
mind is completely closed to all reason or 
objectivity on these matters — and in fact he 
is perfectly right. 

He is right in as much as reason and 
objectivity never did, and never will, rule 
nationalist sentiments. They no more rule 
the outlook of the Irish Republican who 
demands that Ulster belong to Eire than they 
rule that of the Ulster Loyalist who is 
determined to remain British to his dying 
breath. The first step to a rational under- 
standing of these conflicts is to recognise 
that they originate in forces within the 
human spirit that are essentially primordial 
and irrational. 

Whilst not sharing the views of the 
militant Republican over the Irish Question 
I can nevertheless respect him for them — 
the views, that is, as distinct from the 
loathsome methods sometimes used by 
Republicans to promote their purposes. 


A MATTER OF FEELING 


National sentiments and loyalties are not 
the products of data that one can feed into a 
computer and then receive back in the way 
of a logically determined calculation; nor are 
they something that can be arrived at by any 
moralistic or legalistic judgement of right 
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CKED BY KAFFIRS 


Had the ‘might is right’ principle not prevailed in those days, huge parts of the world 
might still be barren wildernesses utterly useless to anyone. 


and wrong. They are things felt by instinct 
and by upbringing. Inevitably, one nation- 
alism will on occasion clash with another, 
and thereby what is patriotic to one man 
may be nothing less than subversive to the 
next — a variant of the familiar aphorism 
about freedom-fighters and terrorists. 

So what is the solution to the Irish 
dispute? The answer is that there never can 
be any solution but that imposed by one side 
on the other by virtue of the simple capab- 
ility to impose it. That concept of ‘capab- 
ility’ must be clearly understood: it includes 
not only the material means of imposition 
but the political will to use them. If those 
representing the British side, though poss- 
essing the material means to impose a 
solution in Britain’s favour, lack the will to 
do so, and Ulster is thus surrendered, this 
will not invalidate the rule that it is the 
stronger side that prevails — ‘stronger’ here 
meaning superior in the aggregate of force 
and the will to use force. Many a smaller 
entity can prevail in a power-struggle against 
a larger entity by way of this rule. 

The solution, in other words, will be 
decided in accordance with the principle that 
‘Might is Right’. This does not mean liter- 
ally that in all events in world political 
conflicts the victorious party puts itself ‘in 
the right’ by virtue merely of having won 
the battle; it means simply that in those dis- 
putes in which there cannot be any mutually 
and universally accepted yardstick of right 
and wrong — disputes in which each side is 
‘right’ from its own point of view — force 
can in the end be the only arbiter. This is 
understanding ‘force’ as being not only 
military but also political and economic, not 
least of propaganda and public persusasion. 


SHOULD THE WHITES 
QUIT AMERICA? 

A few seconds’ thought should convince 
anyone that the ‘Might is Right’ rule (when 
seen in this context) has always prevailed in 


every political, religious, national and tribal 


conflict. Were it not to do so, what could 
justify the White Man’s conquest of the 
American Continent? By all other criteria, 
the Indians have prior claim on that portion 
of the world’s surface. Should today’s white 
Americans, Canadians and others then, in 
repudiation of the proposition that ‘Might is 
Right’, vacate their homelands and all move 
back to Europe, leaving to the Indians 
every-thing they and their ancestors have 
built? Should the white Australians get out 
of their country and leave it to the 
Aboriginals? Should the white New 
Zealanders do likewise and hand everything 
to the Maoris? We are now in the realm of 
such preposterous reasoning that even the 
liberal moraliser would regard it as going 
too far — though some such would have us 
proceed a good way in that direction. There — 
is a movement of these crackpots in 
Australia who actually regard the issue of 
Aboriginal ‘land rights’ (whatever that may 
mean) as more worthy of their dedication 
than the tasks of working for the welfare of 
their own white people. 

Yet the liberal who would stop short of 
expelling all Whites from the U.S.A., 
Canada, Australia and New Zealand would 
still insist that the principle of ‘Might is 
Right’ is one that can have no place in 
enlightened modern world politics! 

Of course, to argue otherwise is to invite 
many angry protests, some of them fully 
understandable. ‘‘Are you actually saying,”’ 
the patriotic Estonian will demand, ‘‘that the 
Soviets were ‘right’ in occupying and 
enslaving our country for all those years 
merely on the grounds that they had the 
might available to do so?’’ In fact I am 
saying nothing of the kind. What I am 
saying is that no power of ‘right’ was in the 
least bit effective in liberating Estonia and 
other such small countries from Soviet 
domination as long as the power and the will 
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COULD MIGHT BE 


RIGHT AFTER ALL? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


to maintain that domination were present. 
What eventually won those countries their 
freedom was the collapse of this power and 
will — in other words the collapse of the 
might that had trampled on that freedom. 
The liberation of these small nations came 
about not because there was a change in the 
rights and wrongs of the situation but only 
because there was a change of power. 

But again, how ‘right’ was the cause of 
the subject nations of the former Soviet 
Union? It was absolutely right — in the eyes 
of the nationals of those nations who 
wanted freedom and self-determination. It 
was not right, on the other hand, in the eyes 
of those. who believed in the necessity for a 
unified Soviet State. ‘Right’ is invariably a 
subjective, not an objective, evaluation. 
Reverting to the case of the old lady and the 
mugger, there there can scarcely be room 
for argument about the rights and wrongs on 
the respective sides. In the case of disputes 
of sovereignty between nations that is not 
the position. Each of us may indeed sym- 
pathise with one side or the other according 
to our viewpoint, if indeed we have any 
concern over the matter at all. That, 
however, is totally without relevance; in the 


end the issue is decided by power. Might is 
right in consequence, even though it may 
not be thought to be so in precept. 


NO JUSTIFICATION 
FOR BARBARISM 


Not for one moment should this principle 
be taken asan excuse for the employment of 
inhuman and barbaric practices by ‘a state 
exploiting its superior power position to 
impose its will on a weaker state, or indeed 
upon an insurgent minority on what it 
perceives to be its own territory. For 
centuries there has been a Western tradition 
of humanity and chivalry in waging war. — 
a tradition that, sadly, has broken down in 
the 20th century due to what Francis Parker 
Yockey has called ‘‘culturally distorting’’ 
influences. The fact that the leaders of a 
state are single-minded and determined in 
the use of power to promote the vital 
interests of their state, and that in effect they 
are conducting world politics at the highest 
level in accordance with the ‘Might is Right’ 
principle, does not preclude their making 
every reasonable and practicable effort to 
minimise human suffering on both sides in 
the conflict which the prevailing power 
rivalries may make inevitable. Uncivilised 
treatment of an adversary has not, histor- 
ically speaking, been a hallmark of the 
strong and superior; on the contrary, it is 
much more a manifestation of the hatred 


born of inferiority and weakness. 

Yockey encapsulated this view admirably 
in his book Imperium (Noontide Press 
edition, page 596), when he cited the words 
of Frederick the Great: ‘‘It is a weakness, in 
fact stinginess of heart, not to speak well of 
one’s enemies, and not to pay them the 
honour they deserve” — and then went on 
to say in his own words:- 


‘*Within each high culture, the universally 
prevailing feeling has been the same as the 
quoted sentiment of Frederick II. The onset 
of the civilisation crisis itself has not served 
completely to destroy this wordless honour- 
feeling. However fierce the battles, or. 
prolonged the war, every victor over an 
opponent within the same culture has 
always shown generosity and respect to his 
former foe. It inheres in the very nature of 
politics within a high culture that it is 
carried on solely for power, and not for the 
massacre of individuals after the war, 
whether by hanging or starvation. Once the 
power is gained, the objective is reached, 
and the individuals of the former enemy are 
seen no longer as enemies but simply as 
human beings...” 


It is a characteristic of those who prate so 
piously that might must not be equated with 
right in global politics that when they find 
the weapons of might in their own hands 
they are only too ready to act with savagery. 
and viciousness towards those who have 
dared to oppose them. 


HOW LIBERALISM IS THE 


ENEMY OF PROGRESS 


LINDA MILLER looks at the trail of. chaos and 
destruction left by our dedicated do-gooders 


THE LIBERAL likes to pose as a com- 
passionate humanitarian who seeks to 
make the world a wonderful place in 
which to live. Everyone from every part 
of this world should, he says, live in 


comfort and happiness and should have 


the right to protect themselves from the 
injustices of despotic tyranny — especially 
the most despotic tyranny of all: Nature. 

There is a saying: ‘‘The road to Hell is 
paved with good intentions.’’ Well, liberal 
good intentions have certainly done a lot to 
create a Hell on earth. And the liberals 
haven’t finished yet. 

Here, in no special order of significance, 
I will briefly list some of the horrible and 


agonisingly painful scourges inflicted upon - 


us by the kind-hearted liberal. 

Take the starving millions of the Third 
World. The liberal feels such pressing 
anxiety to help them. He yearns to make 
their lives as pleasant as those of people in 
the West. Using our taxes, he struggles to 
‘develop’ these poorer nations so that they 
will not suffer from starvation, disease or 
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lack of cars and refrigerators. 

Before the humanitarian generosity of the 
liberal was forced on these people, they had 
a natural habitat in which disease and 
starvation existed as facts of life, accepted as 
fate by all. These were natural controllers 
both of population growth and genetic 
health. Everyone would have several 
children. The healthiest and strongest would 
live and become parents of the following 
generation — in other words, survival of the 
fittest. None questioned it. It was just life — 
no-one’s fault. No-one expected a cotton- 
wool existence. 


EVERYTHING GETTING WORSE 


Now look at the situation! Along came the 
liberal do-goooders. They fed the hungry 
and tried to heal the sick. What resulted? 
There are far more people, and they are 
more able to have more children. Next time, 
famine strikes harder still. So, like the short- 
sighted angels they are, the saviours of liber- 
alism come again with more aid for the 
Third Worlders. And so the numbers of 


starving and sick people increase rapidly. 
All the ‘help’ has only made the situation 


much, much worse, changing it from one of 


Nature’s balance to one of suffering on 
much worse’ a scale. And what do the 
liberals want to do when they see this catas- 
trophe of their own doing? They run about 
crazily, trying to find some way to scrape 


together the vast sums of money required to 
‘repeat the whole bloody process once again. 


Little do they realise that they are in fact 
mass murderers! They are the most selfish 


criminals, since in their futile efforts to 


reduce suffering in their lifetime they store 
up much greater horrors for future gener- 
ations. | 3 

On a worldwide basis, liberalism has 
responsibility for huge quantities of diseased, 
wretched, deformed and genetically defective 
people. The misery of these people’s lives 
was created by the misplaced ideals of 
liberalism. Were it not for liberalism, these 


_ people would not ever have been born in the 


first place — to suffer the pitiful existence 
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that is their lot. The liberal feels that he is 
‘doing good’ by feeding the hungry in 
Africa, but he is in fact increasing their 
burden countless times over. Liberals think 
that they are bestowing services on humanity 


by assisting Nature’s failures. How far from 
the truth! 


PROMOTING SICKNESS 


In the same way that feeding the starving 
has increased their numbers and made the 
famine many times worse, so the perpet- 
uation of the genetically defective has made 
it possible for their painful and depressing 
conditions to spread yet further. Those who 
normally would have died before reprod- 
` ucing become the parents of an increasingly 
large part of the next generation. Is it really 
better that our population becomes progess- 
ively sicker? Is this the wonderful ‘equality’ 
that humanitarian liberals promise us they 
are going to achieve? 

The concept of the sanctity of human life 
has led to the breeding of zombies who, sad 
to say, would better never have been born, 
of people who are driven to live an uncom- 
fortable, pointless and unrewarding exist- 
ence — merely in order to gratify the 
conscience of the do-gooder. Where is the 
dignity in that? 

There are two ways mankind can now go. 
One is the liberal way: leading to more and 
more patched-up half-people. Then there is 
the other way: the creation of a population 
moulded by intelligent breeding that will 
enable them to live in an idyllic natural state 
of health. 

Along the liberal road to ruin has come a 
population of decreasing intelligence and 
increasing criminality, leading to a situation 
in which the best of our peoople are 
becoming prisoners in their own homes. 
Women and old folk dare not go out alone at 
night for fear of attack. Nor can we allow 
our children to proceed alone to and from 
school, even to play in the street or front 
garden unattended. The liberal loves to talk 
of ‘freedom’ — but is this freedom? 
Freedom for the criminal element perhaps, 
but what is the quality of life for the rest? 
Liberalism has much to answer for! 


THE SPREAD OF A.I.D:S. 
Consider also the role of the liberal in the 


spread of this century’s most ominous 


disease: AIDS. The two main methods of 
spreading AIDS in the West are homosexual 
sex and injection of drugs. Liberals defend 
the ‘rights’ of homos to practise their habits, 
and will certainly not hear of quarantining 
anyone with the AIDS virus. A liberal 
society is a breeding ground for the very 
worst elements of humanity, and thus there 
are more and more drug-addicts. These 
people are known deliberately to jab others 
with needles in the malicious hope of 
infecting them with AIDS, and they also 
leave needles dangerously discarded. Who 
knows, perhaps it would have been possible 
to keep AIDS under control if the liberty of 
the affected individuals had been reasonably 
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This is a fine example of the type bred in great profusion by societies consumed by 
liberal ‘ideals’ 


curtailed. This seems a small price to pay, 
but not only are steps not being taken in this 
direction but there is also no requirement for 
infected people such as doctors and dentists 
to inform patients of their condition or to 
cease practising. Many readers will know of 
the case in America of the previously 
healthy young woman who contracted AIDS 
and died through contamination by her 
dentist. 


ATTACK ON NATION AND RACE 
Another liberal ideal is the destruction of 
national and racial identities and the eventual 
merging of all people into ‘one world’. 
Much is being done to promote this end, but 


once again these seemingly well-intentioned 
actions are storing up death and misery on 
an undreamt-of scale. It is inevitable that as 
world population increases there will be ever 
greater competition for resources. This 
competition will involve a struggle between 
nations. Nationalism suppressed only ends 
up exploding outwards later on with 
terrifying force. To quote one prophet from 
an earlier part of the present century:- 
‘Nobody can doubt that this world will 
one day be the scene of dreadful struggles 
for existence on the part of mankind. In the 
end, the instinct of self-preservation alone 
will triumph. Before its consuming fire, 
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HOW LIBERALISM IS THE 
ENEMY OF PROGRESS 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


this so-called humanitarianism, which 
connotes only a mixture of fatuous timidity 
and self-conceit, will melt away as under 
the March sunshine. Man has become great 
through perpetual struggle. In perpetual 
peace his greatness must decline.” 

It took a thousand years of struggle to 
build up the British Nation. These periods of 
conflict brought comparative peace. Liberals 
think you can have peace as a ‘right’, but 
the truth is that there are no rights in Nature 
— apart from the rignt of the strong to 
prevail over the weak. The period of peace 
we have experienced since World War II 
(apart from Northern Ireland) demands a 
price which the liberals’ grandchildren will 
pay in further wars. 


THE ENVIRONMENT 
Finally, I will mention the environmental 
tragedy which has been allowed to develop 


through the climate of tolerance and good- 
will to all mankind. Liberals are extremely 


‘specie-ist?. They draw an unquestionable 
line between humans and animals, and they 
cannot bring themselves to see that our 
human species fits into a web of life and a 
food chain which, if tampered with, lead to 
disastrous consequences. Of course, to be 
aware of this important fact they would have 
to acknowledge Nature as being a real and 
unavoidable force to be reckoned with. That 
is one thing a liberal dare not accept. He 
accepts that Nature exists, but he is 
convinced that Man should be master of it 
and not the other way round. Certainly, 
liberals express dismay at the destruction of 
the rain forests, but their major worry is for 
the standard of living of the people who cut 
down the trees to make ends meet. Rather 
than stop these people destroying the forests, 
the liberals concentrate on trying gently to 
discourage them from so doing. This fails, 
and so liberals conclude that nothing further 
can be done. The destruction of the forests 
is viewed as regrettably inevitable. In the 
meantime of course, liberals are rushing 
assistance to the families of the region 
concerned, who are then assured the strength 
and numbers to continue chopping down the 
trees. 


Tolerance towards the rampages of big 
business is also a characteristic of the 
liberal. Very little is done to stop the 
environment ‘being polluted. The ‘devel- 
oping’ countries all want motor cars and 
refrigerators and all the other modern 
conveniences which cause so much pollution 
in the developed countries. The liberals 
insist that we cannot object to other peoples 
enjoying the comforts which we take for 
granted, and so we cannot forbid them using 
ozone-depleting gasses, etc. People must 
always come first in their transient 
philosophy. This is a sacred rule which can 
never be violated. 

So the whole world turns to turmoil. The 
future of our planet and every living creature 
on it is in jeopardy. There is warfare, 
misery and great suffering. Liberalism is to 
blame for most of it. Again, to quote the 
aforementioned prophet:- 


‘Man’s effort to build up something that 
contradicts the iron law of Nature brings 
him into conflict with those principles to 
which he himself exclusively owes his 
existence. By acting against the laws of 
Nature he prepares the way that leads to 
his ruin.” 


Security Fund launched 


The British National Party’s magnificent election victory in London’s Tower Hamlets has 
provoked an hysterical and extremely nasty reaction from the party's opponents. The riots in the 
East End that have followed the result are typical of this. 

Police have informed party leaders of reports — not as yet fully corroborated — of opposition 


plans for attacks on the party’s property and the persons of its leading officers. One Anti-Nazi 
League spokeswoman has, without as yet being arrested for incitement, called for the burning of 
the BNP Bookshop in Welling, and a march to the shop by extreme left-wing elements is planned 
to take place on the 16th of this month. It is quite clear that this demonstration is intended to 
culminate in violence. 

In the meantime, party leader John Tyndall was the target of a firebomb thrown at his home in 
Sussex shortly after the election victory. The bomb was hastily and badly aimed and ended up on 
the pavement in front of the house. 

All these developments have led to the party deciding to invest in the tightening up of security. 
A number of security fittings for premises are being purchased which it is intended will make it 
far more difficult for terrorist attacks on party property and leaders to succeed. The purchase of 
these fittings has already begun and the fittings are now in the process of being installed. This is 
regarded as a matter over which the party cannot afford to wait. 

Nevertheless, the money for these purchases is being taken out of funds set aside for other use. 
This money must quickly be replaced if the party is not to suffer a reduction in the effectiveness 
of its political campaigns. 

For this reason, a Security Fund has been launched with a target of £4,000. 

It is most urgent that all party supporters, particularly the more affluent, contribute generously 
to enable this target to be reached quickly. Remember, the party’s bookshop is the place that is 
in the front line of the war against the BNP. And its leaders are the men who stand to take the 
brunt of the flak in that war. Others, whose support for the party is effected in ways less 
hazardous to themselves, are asked to bear this in mind. We don’t ask them to be where the 
danger is — but we do ask them to give what they can so as to minimise the danger to those who 
are. 

Please mark contributions ‘British National Party Security Fund’ and send them to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please give generously — and give NOW! 
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MORE MISERY FOR BRITAIN’S 
POWERLESS VOTERS 


As law and order collapse, says NOEL A. HUNT, the 
politicians continue to pander to minority opinions 
on crime and punishment 


Under a democratic government, the citizens 
exercise the powers of sovereignty, and those 

powers will be first abused, and later lost, if 
they are committed to an unwieldy multitude. 
GIBBON 

. Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire 


WE are frequently assured by pundits, 
who all just happen to be of a liberal 
mindset, that we are fortunate to live in a 
democracy. A democracy of the West- 
minster type, we are told, is man’s 
greatest political invention. Universal 
suffrage and regular general elections 
ensure that the wishes of the majority are 
swiftly translated into legislation which 
accords with the people’s will and is to the 
benefit of all — such is the received 
wisdom froom the liberal oracle. Some 
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people actually believe it to be true. 

So there should be general rejoicing 
among the law-abiding class, and equally 
general dismay among the criminal class, 
over the results of the recent Daily Tele- 
graph Gallup Poll. This was designed to 
discover the public view on law and order 


today. 


The poll showed that 75 per cent of the 
population think that vigilante action can be 
justified; nearly half had little confidence in 
the police; 77 per cent — yes, 77 per cent 
— thought that sentences for criminals were 
too light. And a crushing 96 per cent think 
that too many guilty men walk free from the 
courts. Only 15 per cent believe that the 
Conservative promise to ‘‘get tough on 
crime” will have any effect on the crime 


oreo 


BRITAIN’S DESCENT INTO ANARCHY 
A scene from the poll tax riots of 1990 


rate. 

It seems in fact that as a result of our 
giving effect to the ravings of the penolo- 
gists and heeding the droolings of the 
behavioural psychologists, in defiance of 
experience and common sense, we have 
been brought to the very brink of anarchy. 
_ But if the pundits are right about democ- 
racy surely all will soon be put right. Parlia- 
ment, we are assured, is exquisitely sensitive 
to the views of the electorate. So we may be 
sure, may we not, that Parliament will act 
swiftly and firmly to give effect to the 
majority views so clearly shown in the poll? 
We can now expect to see the death penalty 
enforced for murder, the lash used in cases 
of violence, strict discipline and hard labour 
in prisons, the birch for youthful offenders 
and a general blitz on criminals of all kinds, 
can we not? 


PUBLIC OPINION IGNORED 


We may expect these good things; but it 
is quite certain that we shall see none of 
them. For all the attention the politicians 
will pay to the Gallup Poll it might never 
have been held. It will simply be ignored. 
There will either be a bland refusal to 
discuss the matter or there will be some 
lively debate on side issues while the main 
points remain unaddressed. 

Nor can the voters do anything at all to 
influence the politicians or to give effect to 
their wishes. For all the rhetoric about 
majority views prevailing, it will be the view 
of a small, sick minority of a minority that 
will prevail, as it has done in the past. 

The Minister concerned says that the 
results of the poll do not surprise him. Of 
course not; they are the inevitable results of 
his Government’s policies — or, more 
accurately, of a lack of policy and of 
political resolution. Pt does the Minister 
apologise? He does not. Instead, to quote 
one press report, “‘He urged those tempted 
to join vigilante groups to channel their 
energy into working with the police...” 

But what useful purpose would this serve? 
It may well result in more arrests. But when 
the arrests result in acquittals or derisory 
sentences what is the point of co-operating? 
Indeed, it is surprising that in a climate in 
which the police are so disadvantaged vis-a- 
vis the criminal they still strive as hard as 
they do to bring criminals to book. 

A culprit who has received a sound 
beating and the fright of his life’ from 

Contd. overleaf 


Page eleven 


MORE MISERY FOR BRITAIN’S 


POWERLESS VOTERS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


vigilantes is unlikely to transgress again. As 
matters stand, he is very likely to commit 
another crime, often while still out on bail. 


“ATTACKING THE 
ROOTS OF CRIME”’ 


I said that nothing will be done; this is not 
quite correct. Something will be done in that 
huge amounts of taxpayers’ money will be 
wasted on what will be called ‘‘a serious 
attack on the root causes of crime.” You 
and I know that the real root causes of crime 
are human wickedness, a lack of political 
courage in our rulers and the current cult of 
softness in dealing with crime. 

But the great and the good know better 
than we do. To them the roots of crime are 
‘urban blight’, ‘social injustice’, ‘inner-city 
deprivation’ and, above all, in the stubborn 
racism of the wicked British. We are 
fortunate that other minority groups are 
always free of the curse of racism — ask 
any liberal! 

So a great deal of public money will be 
wasted on schemes purporting ‘‘to attack the 
roots of crime.’’ They will have no effect at 
all, save to create scores of pretentiously 
named non-jobs for diplomates in various 
bogus ‘ologies’. 

Any honest politician (a pleasing flight of 
fancy) who could be persuaded to tell the 
truth (another fantasy) would confirm what 
he, all in the media, in academe and in the 
political parties know what the public wishes 
on crime, law and order. They all know too 
that most people detest the multi-racial state, 
abhor racial integration and are totally 
opposed to coloured immigration. Politicians 
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Tower Hamlets, this Rally promise 


DISRAELI 
Wrote of the powers ‘behind the scenes’ 
that control governments 


have long known these things, yet never a 
hint of what the public really wants is ever 
allowed to be heard. Nor can the voters do 
anything to alter this state of affairs or make 
their views prevail. They have been trying to 
do so for years, as the resolutions at the 
annual party conferences make clear. 

Each resolution setting out what the voters 
want from government is received by the 
attending politicians with a reverence similar 
to that shown by Moses on receiving the 
tablets of the law on Mount Sinai. It is then 
totally ignored until next year’s conference. 
Any question as to why nothing has been 
done is countered by exciting promises of 
‘bold new initiatives’, ‘fresh thinking’, ‘a 
drive against crime’ and so on; just have a 
little more patience, they say, and we shall 
make criminals shake in their boots. The 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY ANNUAL RALLY 


November 6th the big day! 


This is a reminder to those who missed last month’s issue that the BNP Annual Rally in London 
will be held this year on November 6th. Following the party's magnificent election victory in 
s to be the best ever. Among those billed to speak are:- 


DAVID IRVING 


The eminent revisionist historian has accepted an invitation to appear at the rally as a guest speaker — provided 
he is not prevented from doing so by another engagement in Europe, the date of which is not yet known. 


‘Mr. X’ (U.S.A.) 


‘Mr. X' is a distinguished American patriotic speaker whose identity will not be revealed until the rally. This is in 
order to forestall any attempts by our ‘democratic’ Government to deny him entry into the United Kingdom. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The BNP leader will, as usual, make the concluding speech of the meeting. 
For reasons of security, neither the location of the Rally nor the assembly point for those in 


attendance are being revealed here. Watch next month's issue, however, for an announcement 
in which details of the assembly point will be given. 


voters have been falling for it every time. 
While this is going on the criminals rejoice. 
The theorists prepare still more assaults on 
the few remaining bastions of our 
civilisation, while the day of the vigilante 
draws ever nearer. 


CAN ANYTHING BE DONE? 


Can anything be done to give the voter the 
supreme power which in theory he wields in 
a democracy? The answer is No. While 
Britain remains part of the EC the voters are 
powerless in the face of the liberal censor- 
ship of ideas and the control of Brussels 
over our domestic law. 

If the will of the majority is ever to 
prevail, Britain must elect a patriotic and 
nationalist government, which will take this 
country out of the EC. Can this be done in 
today’s climate of demoralisation and 
complete lack of national purpose? I do not 
know; but I do know that ‘‘by trying the 


Greeks got into Troy.’’ So nationalists must 


make the effort. It may be a long time 
before they can win; but they must win in 
the end. | 

It is clear that we are being lied to when 
we are assured that in a democracy the 
views of the majority always prevail. 
Experience tells us that we are being 
conned. So in a democracy, if the bulk of 
the voters do not rule, who does? The point 
can be argued at length. What is clear is that 
whatever sways the politicians it is not 
public opinion. Benjamin Disraeli, Earl of 
Beaconsfield and Prime Minister of what 
was then Great Britain, was correct when he 
wrote in his novel Coningsby: ‘“The world is 
governed by very different personages to 
what is imagined by those who are not 
behind the scenes.’’ To smash the power of 
these ‘‘very different personages’’ and to 
restore power to the British people is the 
lengthy and arduous task of the patriot. 


iad 


THE DEATH PENALTY: 
SOME VITAL QUESTIONS 


SIMON SMITH looks at the arguments of the anti- 
restorationists and rejects them 


ONLY RECENTLY, I was shocked by an 
article I read in The Sun newspaper, 
written by East Enders actor Mike Reid 
subsequent to his visiting the notorious 
Kray Brothers in jail. 

According to Mr. Reid, the Krays should 
be released forthwith, as supposedly they are 
now harmless old men. To reinforce his 
opinion, Reid said that the Krays only killed 
men of their own kind, i.e. gangsters, who 
knew perfetly well what they were doing and 
all the risks that their profession entailed. 
Apparently, it is a clear-cut case of those 
living by the sword dying by the sword. 

It is perhaps not at all surprising that this 
hogwash, as espoused by an actor and comic 
of great popularity among the population, is 
allowed to circulate freely in the columns of 
Britain’s tabloid press. It should be seen for 
what it is: propaganda at its worst. Propa- 
ganda ensures the enslavement of the masses 
to the prevailing political orthodoxy of the 
day; in the hands of people actively comm- 
itted to the despoilation of our society, it can 
be, and often is, a terrifying weapon. The 
Sun, by granting sanction to Reid and his ilk 
to spout their nonsense is close to legit- 
-imising murder at its worst. 


CARERS AND CRACKPOTS 


In British society today there is a multi- 
tude of professional ‘carers’ dedicated to 
protecting the rights of the criminal at all 
costs. These masquerade as criminologists, 
sociologists, psychiatrists, psychotherapists 
and just about every other ‘...ologist’ and 
every other ‘psycho...’. The greater part of 
these ‘carers’ are emmisaries of the liberal 
dream-world, of Utopia at its worst and 
most stupid. They are exhaustively trained at 
the taxpayers’ expense to ‘understand’ the 
workings of the criminal mind; and most, if 
not all, of them encounter the murderer at 
some stage of their careers. After years of 
cumulative research, all they seem to have to 
offer us is the slimy platitude that the 
murderer must be ‘pitied’ by mankind. To 
them, it is a case of ‘‘Forgive them Lord, 
for they know not what they do.’’ 

‘The comprehension of criminality today is 
at the behest of the Liberal Conquest (the 
modern equivalent of the -Norman 
Conquest). The carers’ relationship with 
criminals themselves is at best fructuous and 
at worst disastrous. The fundamental tenets 
of liberal thought towards crime are 
glaringly manifest even to the casual 
observer. They, the carers, maintain that 
when a person commits murder there is 
invariably a perfectly reasonable, logical 


explanation for it. Their argument usually 
takes the following form: firstly, a murderer 
is a person from a background of dire 
economic deprivation; secondly, he or she is 
usually someone who has suffered serious 
physical or mental abuse in childhood; 
thirdly, he or she is a person who is 
seriously mentally deranged. The latter, of 
course, is evident to the simplest intell- 
igence. I would suggest that any person who 
sets out intentionally to kill another person 
(except in war) is without doubt a psycho- 
path with a serious mental illness. 


BLIND TO THE OBVIOUS 


As we all know quite well, there is a 
reason for every murder, even if it is only 
the insanity of the murderer. However, 
when the liberals say the murderer kills 
because of his or her unfavourable economic 
environment they are quite clearly, though 
perhaps subliminally, blinding themselves to 
the obvious — which is that many millions 
suffer just the same unfavourable environ- 
ment yet never murder, while others murder 
despite an environment of relative affluence. 
I myself come from a not-too-well-off 
working-class family, and I have not turned 
out to be a killer; nor have my brothers and 
sisters. The same can be said for almost all 
native-born Britons who originated from 
humble beginnings, irrespective of whether 
they went on to better themselves or not. 

The same must also be said for those who 
were abused in childhood, either physically 
or mentally — although I do accept that 
some of these people manifest serious psy- 
chological problems later in life. 

So, with these arguments in tatters, where 
does this leave our liberal friend? He simply 
reverts to the old argument: that murderers 
are mentally unstable and must therefore be 
worthy of our sympathy — in the same 
sense as we feel sympathy for the physically 


disabled. 


GLIB MORALISING 


So far, I have never once heard the tame 
liberal talk of the need to protect the rights 
of the victims of crime or, as in murder 
cases, to provide for the victim’s bereaved 
relatives. Instead, we are more often than 
not treated to sermons of glib moralising. 
Always, it is the criminal who must be cared 
for and pitied for his crimes. Let us say, 


There is no sense in talking about a ‘just deter- 
rent’ or a ‘just cure’. We demand of a deterrent 
not whether it is just but whether it succeeds. 

C.S. Lewis 


hypotheticaly, that one morning an eight- 
year-old girl is walking innocently down the 
street, full of the sweet beauty of that age, 
when out of the shadows leaps a mental 
defect, who drags her into the bushes, 
sexually abuses her then finally kills her to 
prevent her talking — an instance that is 
occurring with ever greater frequency in 
Britain today. Am I wrong in believing that 
the do-gooder liberal woould bleat about the 
need to pity this sad creature because he had 
a terrible childhood? The majority of us 
would of course just say: ‘‘String him up!”’ 
But no, the liberal would say, this is 
barbaric. And it is the liberals who, though 
a minority, seem to prevail over public 
policy. 


DEATH ROW 


Then of course for the liberal there is the 
question of the alleged murderer possibly 
being innocent and our needing to prevent a 
miscarriage of justice by his being wrongly 
executed. It is often on those grounds that 
liberals oppose the death penalty. 

There is, however, a simple way to 
circumvent this problem. Put the convicted 
murderer on Death Row — similar in con- 
ception to the US model. While he is on 
Death Row the condemned man’s case 
would be reviewed by an independent body 
of professional lawyers carrying a 20 per 
cent vote. The next stage would be for the 
case to go before the High Court, thus 
eliminating the necessity for endless appeals, 
with the judge carrying a 30 per cent vote. 
In the end, the case would be submitted to 
the Home Secretary for final sanction. If all 
three bodies are in full agreement, the death 
penalty would be carried out forthwith. In 
fact, this whole process should take no 
longer than eight months to complete, thus 
allowing for the possibility of new evidence 
to come to light. However, if only two of 
the appointed bodies are in agreement the 
carrying out of the death penalty would be 
delayed until the case could be reviewed 
again in a year’s time. If there is serious 
doubt that the original conviction is unsafe 
or unsound in any way, a retrial should be 
granted. Under no circumstances would the 
alleged murderer be released until it was 
abundantly clear that he was innocent. 
Under this system, even the rights of the 
criminal are protected without recourse to 
pressure being lobbied against the Govern- 
ment by liberal groups of all kinds. At the 
last count, over 70 per cent of Britons 
confirmed they favoured a return to the 


death penalty. 
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News of the World confirms BNP claim of 
housing preference given to Asians 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY when cam- 
paigning for its victory in Tower Hamlets claimed 
that the local council was giving preference in 
housing to immigrants over indigneous white 
people. This immediately invited indignant denials 
by the BNP’s opponents. 

But now the News of the World, a paper that 
certainly is no friend of the BNP, has confirmed 
the truth of this claim by way of an experiment 
conducted by two of its reporters, one of them an 
Asian, who approached the council posing as 
homeless people. Reporting on the experiment on 
Sunday, September 26th, the paper said:- 


“For newly arrived immigrants, getting a roof 
over your head in Britain is simple. 

‘‘Take the tube from Heathrow to Bethnal Green 
and go to the Homeless Persons Unit at the 
London Borough of Tower Hamlets. 

“ An hour later you can be in bed and breakfast 
accommodation. But try that if you are a 
homeless British person from outside Tower 
Hamlets and they will send you packing. Last 
Thursday an Asian News of the World reporter 
went to the borough’s Homeless Person’s Unit. 
He posed as a refugee who had arrived in 
Britain with his wife and young child. 

‘‘The housing receptionist handed him a simple 
form to fill in and said: ‘You’ll probably stay in 


a B&B for a while until you get a council 
house.’ 

“The only proof of identity our reporter had 
was a photocopy of a Home Office letter saying 
he had applied for political asylum. And that 
document was bogus.”’ 


‘The report went on to relate that Housing 
Officer Susan Gould made no checks concerning 
this bogus refugee’s claims but promised:- 


‘¢ ‘We can house you and your family. Pm 
booking you in for tonight in an hotel. Come 
back tomorrow with the original Home Office 
document.’ 

“She also suggested our reporter visit the 
Department of Social Security to claim income 
support. 

“It was good advice. Nina McGovern at the 
DSS office in Poplar told him that as a couple 
with a young child he and his ‘wife’ would get 
benefits totalling around £90 a week.” 


The report went on to describe how the bogus 
refugee was sent to the Inner London Hotel on 
East India Dock Road where a family room, 
including breakfast, was waiting. He had a letter 
promising that Tower Hamlets would pay the 
£30-a-night bill. : 

It was then described how the other reporter, a 


White, went to Tower Hamlets Housing Unit. He 
was accompanied by a white male friend who was 
genuinely homeless with his girlfiend and young 
daughter in another part of London. The friend, 
Alan, produced genuine DSS doocuments but was 
told this was not enough. ‘‘We need a driving 
licence or a passport and the child’s birth 
certificate before we can help,’’ the housing 
officer said. 

Things turned out even worse, the report went 
on, when the official discovered the man was not 
from Tower Hamlets. He said: ‘‘You need to 
have been living here at least six months or prove 
you have family here. Go back to your own 
borough. They should find you accommodation.” 

The man asked: ‘‘I don’t stand a chance, do 
1?” “No,” the officer replied. 

Said the News of the World:- 

‘Tower Hamlets were, of course, acting quite 
properly within the rules in telling Alan he must 
apply to his own borough. 

‘*But they are also entitled to do this in the case- 
of foreign immigrants...”’ 


To quote the News of the World’s own lament 
on the matter: ‘‘It is a situation that if allowed to 
continue can only help the BNP bigots thrive.” - 

Just so. 


A GREAT CRUSADER 


REMEMBERED 


We salute Kenneth MckKilliam, 1911-92 


Some of our readers will know that one of 
Britain’s most dedicated and popular 
patriotic campaigners, Capt. Kenneth 
McKilliam, died last year at the age of 80 
near his home in Kent. An obituary to Capt. 
McKilliam was printed in our companion 
publication British Nationalist, having been 
written by our Editor. Because of the large 
double-up on readership between BN and 
Spearhead, we omitted to print any such 
obituary in these columns. One reader has 
written to us, however, suggesting that in 
view of more recent obituaries to two 
deceased nationalists printed in both 
publications some Spearhead readers might 
take our omission of a tribute to Ken 
McKilliam last year as a bad oversight. On 
reflection, we agree with him. Here, with 
apologies to Ken’s many admirers and 
friends, we reproduce the obituary to him 
which was published in British Nationalist 
(April 1992 issue). 3 


It was with the greatest.sadness that we 
heard of the death on March 12th of one of 
Britain’s greatest patriots, Captain Kenneth 
McKilliam. He was 80. 

Ken McKilliam was brought up in 
Australia. Like many of his generation, he 
‘was a tremendous British loyalist. He served 
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KENNETH McKILLIAM 
Outstanding patriot 


with the Commandos in the early part of 
World War II and later with African troops 
in East Africa. After the war he was in 
colonial service for 25 years. 

After returning to the UK he became 
involved in political activities. He joined the 


National Front in the late 1960s and was an 


active member of that party for many years, 
at one time being Kent Regional Organiser. 
When the NF split in 1980 he joined the 


British National Party and was active on its 


behalf until age began to take its toll and he 
was forced to cut down on activity. In 
addition to giving loyal service to the BNP, 
he was also a founder member of ABEX 
(the Association of British Ex-Servicemen), 
in which capacity he was very active. 

Ken McKilliam did a great deal of 
speaking and writing on both the racial 
question and Zionism. He specialised in 
publishing informative pamphlets exposing 
the workings of Zionist power and inter- 
national finance. Not much more than a year 
before his death and when he was in his late 
seventies, he had his home raided by the 
police on orders from the Government, as a 
result of which a great deal of material 
relating to his writings was taken away with 
a view to examining the possibility of 
prosecuting him for ‘crimes’ under Britain’s 
infamous race laws. He heard no more of 
the matter, and it must be presumed that the 
authorities decided that it would look bad for 
them to be seen attempting to harass and 
persecute a man of his age merely for 
expressing his opinions. He was, however, 
not the least daunted by this experience, and 
indeed challenged the powers that be to 
charge him. 

When questioned by the police as to 
whether he hated Blacks, he said: ‘‘I spent 
25 years of my life helping black people, but 
I don’t want them over here.” 

Ken McKilliam was regarded with great 
affection and respect by all those who knew 
him. He was a scholar and a gentleman of 
the old school. His passing will be greeted 
with the deepest sorrow by his many friends. 
Our sympathies go out to his wife and 
family in their loss. 


AND 
NATION 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box. 41. 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Since the announcement of Derek 
Beackon’s welcome electoral success in 
becoming the first official British National 
Party councillor, my phone hasn’t stopped 
ringing with people congratulating the party. 
I have also received congratulation cards and 
letters from people who haven’t been in 
touch for a long time, who are delighted at 
the news. 

Derek’s success is wonderful news for us 
and for the British people. Now the whole of 
the anti-British establishment are visibly 
squirming as they recognise that the multi- 
racial mess they have created is going wrong 
and the people are not only voting for the 
BNP in greater numbers everywhere but are 
prepared to place our candidates into 
positions where they can get to work chall- 
enging the mad policies of the supporters of 
the multi-racial society. 

From the BNP in the Midlands we send 
our congratulations to Derek and to our 
colleagues in London whose positive cam- 
paigning has at last paid off. 

JOHN PEACOCK 
Midlands Organiser, BNP 
Leicester 


SIR: Since the great BNP council by-election 


victory we have time and time again heard | 
in broadcasts, or read in the press, a point — 


of view to the effect that the party should 
not be allowed a platform to put its pro- 
gramme to the electorate. 

_ Those who uphold that view are setting 
themselves up as an élite, claiming the right 
to decide what is good or not good for the 
rest of society to hear and how the rest of 
society should vote. 

Even the Home Secretary has stated that 
the Government has ruled out any plan to 
ban the BNP — not, however on the 
grounds that such a ban would infringe 
democratic principles but solely because, as 
he says, banning the BNP would only serve 
to help the party. 

it should not need stating that it is in total 
conflict with the concept of democracy, to 
which our Government is supposedly comm- 
itted, for anyone (Government included) to 
act on the assumption that the electors are 
not qualified to decide for themselves and 
may not be permitted to decide for 


themselves, or receive the information 
necessary to help them decide, what kind of 
government they want. 

Those who claim to uphold that concept 
of democracy have no mandate to make 
exceptions whenever it happens to suit them. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: Congratulations to Derek Beackon on 
his victory in Tower Hamlets, and congrat- 
ulations to you on your long and arduous 
travail through the second Dark Age of the 
history of our unique nation. 

Some claim that the British are ungovern- 
able when in fact it is the Government itself 
that is incapable of government and treason- 
able to boot — a government basking in the 
ultra-violet, artificial sunshine of the House 
of Rothschild. 

This is symbolised by a shadow cast over 
the Isle of Dogs in the form of the Zionist 
obelisk, Canary Wharf. Well, the indigenous 
people of that island in the East End now 
have something else to look up to beside this 
monument to Mammon. 

In response to the BNP’s victory, the 
oppressive Home Secretary is appalled along 
with the simpering Canterbury cleric. The 
devastation this result has caused to such 
people is obviously greater than several IRA 
bombs in the City. It is an affront to those 
corrupted clerical collar-wearers who go 
whoring after false gods. — 

7 B. FAULKNER 
Whitstable, Kent 


SIR: I cannot begin to say how pleased I 
was when the result of the Isle of Dogs 
election came through. As Derek Beackon 
said, it was not only a great day for the 
people of the Island but also a great day for 
the British people as a whole. But perhaps 
above all it was a great thing to see the 
looks on the faces, and hear the whines, of 
all those gutless politicians — from the 
defeated Labour candidate all the way up to 


John Major. It just shows that Britain can 
expect nothing from these traitors. 
However, now the tide is turning. The 
people of the Isle of Dogs have shown the 
way for the rest of the nation. Only one 
party can save and rebuild Britain: the BNP! 
G. MATTHEWS 
London S.E.14 


SIR: The last few months have seen the 
media sticking totally wicked lies on the 
British National Party — all because our 
leaders have made us the dustbin of the 
world, resulting in race war. 

The media make a big deal of attacks on 
non-white people, then go on often to 
suggest that maybe the BNP has something 
to do with them. Well, here in Southampton 
we’ve seen some extremely nasty attacks by 
non-Whites on Whites without a Dicky Bird 
of anger from the media. But as soon as 
some Jewish graves get some paint put on 
them all hell breaks loose and the local 
media call for the BNP to be banned — even 
though there’s not a shred of evidence the 
party had anything to do with the painting. 

I. VOLLER 
Southampton 
SIR: Has that glowing example of ‘liberal 
tolerance’ and ‘democratic’ values, Mr. 
Nelson Mandela, unwittingly added fuel to 


the flames being stoked up by those naughty 


conspiracy theorists? 

Whilst delivering the opening address to 
the 37th Congress of the South African 
Jewish Board of Deputies in Johannesburg 
recently, Mr. Mandela made special mention 
of the ‘‘disproportionate representation of 
Jews among the white participants in the 
anti-apartheid struggle.” 

Indeed food for thought for those who 
resent the suggestion that here in Britain 
Jews play a disproportionate role in anti- 
white activities. 

J. KERRIGAN 
Bideford, Devon 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Australasia, Far East: £21.400 


for banker's commission and charges. 


to PO Box 117, 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £12.500 Overseas surface mail: £14.400 Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£14.500 Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £19.800) Unsealed air mail 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £6.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 56p each; 20-49 copies: 50p each; 50-99 copies: 42p each; 100-199 
copies: 35p each; 200-499 copies: 30p each; 500 copies or over: 28p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


Page fifteen 


B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY. 10 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BLOOD GROUPS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. 
Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British. independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16. 95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War I 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correll 
- Barnett)x £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, S80pp. 

DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50: The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF. INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remitt- 
ances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. . 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
EUGENICS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. A 
selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 
showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 
race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed)«x £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 


| SECRET 
| SOCIETIES 
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jarras 


AN OLD 
CLASSIC 
Explains the 
underground 
forces behind 
the workings 
of govern- 
ment in the 
‘democracies’ 
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A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
a a at look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A sCientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation/of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 


HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassimier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 


IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 

A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 

1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline. of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 


of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of .American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 


under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


PLOT AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, THE (Klaus D. 
Vaque) £17.00. A successful first-generation South 
African businessman exposes the international forces 
bent on the destruction of his country, and shows that 
civil rights are not the real motivation. 1989, 244pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. | 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 

1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 


MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 


and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 
honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 
régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. Anillustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 


many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 


against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the bes to a satisfactory 


and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 


exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 20Spp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
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PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 58p post- 


Sree. 


The Enemy Within | 
This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 


BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in pe 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 43p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing ‘BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 
Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 


people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. 
£10.00 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £4.80 per 


| | DEFEND 
| | RIGHTS 


Rebuild Britain NOW! New 

leaflet produced to spear- FOR 
head the latest phase in the : 

party’s recruiting campaign. WHITES! 


Deals mostly with measures 
needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full 
employment, but also 
mentions the effect on British 
jobs of the coloured 
invasion. 

Join us! Highly successful 


Contd. - overleaf 


NEW LEA, FLE ET po 
(See this page) 
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recruiting leaflet designed for recent BNP Autumn and 
Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 recruitment campaign. 
Gives brief account of best-known BNP policies. A 
summons to battle! 

Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 


prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put | 


up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 


the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. | 
Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 
Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 


by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. i 

Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


A NIGHT TO REMEMBER 


Dramatic moments at the count as 
BNP wins its first council seat 


THE ATMOSPHERE was electric in 
London’s East End in the late evening of 
Thursday, September 16th, as the counting 
of votes in the Millwall by-election pro- 
ceeded to its conclusion. A recent canvass 
had suggested that history could be in the 
making, with the British National Party 
running neck and neck with Labour. BNP 
supporters gathered with candidate Derek 
Beackon hardly daring to believe that the 
incredible was about to happen: the first 
electoral victory for the young nationalist 
party after years in the wilderness and in the 
face of a barrage of vicious and dishonest 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60. + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/posial orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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media propaganda. Could this be the 
moment of the great breakthrough? 

The word came through that the BNP had 
beaten Labour by three votes — not yet time 
to celebrate, as the Labour people had 
demanded a recount. Much tension as the 
recount proceeded. Then the news burst 
forth — the BNP had won by seven votes! 
History had in fact been made. The joy on 
the faces of the party’s supporters con- 
trasted vividly with the looks of hate and 
horror coming from its opponents. 

An opposition mob outside in the street 
quickly staged an assault on the BNP con- 


tingent waiting there. Naturally, the BNP 
people fought back, and a pitched battle 
ensued. This was described almost unanim- 
ously in subsequent reports by the media as 
a rampage by BNP skinheads as they 7 
attacked their opponents. So what was new? 

But this piece of sour grapes could not 
mar the triumph of the occasion. The BNP 
at long last had proved that it could win an 
election. Though the election itself was a 
small one, the ramifications of the BNP 
victory are vast — as was proved by the 
cavalcade of political bigwigs who lined up 
the next day to lament the result. 

Truly a night to remember! 


MOMENT OF TRIUMPH 
Young BNP supporters cheer as result is 
announced 


The BNP victory: 
‘Democracy’ reacts 


‘The true nature of the racket our rulers call 
‘democracy’ was quickly revealed in the wake of 
the great BNP victory in Tower Hamlets last 
month. When party activists turned up at their 
customary paper-sales pitch in London’s Brick 
Lane three days afterwards, a violent mob was 
there to attack them. Police present seemed to 
wish to demonstrate their ‘impartiality’ between 
the attackers and the attacked. They arrested not 
only an inadequate number of lawbreakers but 
also some BNP people who had turned up fully 
intending to observe the law. Among these was 
National Activities Organiser Richard Edmonds, 
who with three others was taken info custody on 
charges of ‘violent disorder’ — merely on the 
basis of a riot that the BNP’s opponents instig- 
ated! The laws of sub-judice prevent us commen- 


~ ting on the guilt or innocence of the four men, 


ra 7 


but the evidence we have from reports of what 


` happened lead us feel anger and outrage at the 


arrests. The ‘court has refused bail to the four 
pending the hearing of the charges — most 
unusual when the evidence is so limited. 


POLICE RAID ON PARTY SHOP 


Then in the evening following the arrest of the 
BNP men there was a police raid on the party’s 
bookshop in Welling. No items were taken on 
this occasion but the police have so far failed to 
return to the party a mobile telephone which was 
in Mr. Edmonds’ possession when he was 
arrested. Presumably this telephone is regarded as 


^a ‘dangerous’ weapon carried by the BNP 


Organiser for the purpose of inflicting bodily 
harm! 
It is quite clear to party leaders that police 


action against the BNP following its election win 


has been determined by political considerations 
and has been taken as a result of orders from 
very high up. Not to put too fine a point on it, 
the ‘establishment’ does not accept the verdict of 
the voters of Millwall Ward who elected Derek 
Beackon as councillor. The powers that be of 
‘democracy’, thoroughly rattled, are hitting back. 


~ We must be on our guard for further attempts at 
repressive measures. 


RICHARD. EDMONDS 
Political arrest? 


Back issues of Spearhead 


Copies of the following issues cost £1 each, with sets for the whole year (not bound) costing 
£12. The issues are available only in very limited quantities and may have been sold out by 
the time you require them. Therefore before making any order please ring the BNP 
Bookshop (081 316 4721) to make sure the issue(s) you want is(are) still in stock before 
sending in your money. Upon your call, the issue(s) will then be reserved for you. 


No. Date No. Date No. Date No. Date 

35 August 1970 . Set All 1981 190 August 1984 207 Jan. 1986 
49 Jan/Feb 1972 (marked) Set All 1982 191 Sept. 1984 209 Mar. 1986 
‘76 June 1974 (cut) Set All 1983 192 Oct. 1984 210 April 1986 
87. Sept. 1975 183 Jan. 1984 194 Dec. 1984 211 May 1986 
91 Feb 1976 (1 marked) 184 Feb. 1984 195 Jan. 1985 212 June 1986 
99 Nov 1976 185 March 1984 197 March 1985 213 July 1986 
103 March 1977 186 April 1984 198 April 1985 216 Feb. 1987 
126 Feb. 1979 187 May 1984 200 June 1985 217 March 1987 
130 August 1979 188 June 1984 204 Oct. 1985 218 April 1987 
132 Oct. 1979 189 July 1984 205 Nov. 1985 225 Nov. 1987 
Set All 1980 


The following issues are listed with prices per copy specified. Those marked with asterisks 
are available in very limited quantities, so please phone and enquire whether in stock as 
requested earlier. | i 


228 Feb. 1988 at 50p ea. 251 Jan. 1990 at 60p ea. * 
230 April 1988 at 50p ea. * 252 Feb. 1990 at 60p ea. 

232 June 1988 at 50p ea. 253 March 1990 at 60p ea. *. 
233 July 1988 at 50p ea. 255 May 1990 at 60p ea. * 
235 Sept. 1988 at 50p ea. 257 July 1990 at 60p ea. * 
236 Oct. 1988 at 50p ea. * 259 Sept. 1990 at 60p ea. 
237 Nov. 1988 at 50p ea. * 260 Oct. 1990 at 60p ea. * 
238 Dec. 1988 at 50p ea. 261 Nov. 1990 at 60p ea. * 
239 Jan. 1989 at 50p ea. 262 Dec. 1990 at 60p ea. * 


March 1989 at 60p ea. * 


The following issues cost the current price of 70p per copy. Again, asterisks denote limited 
supply. Phone before ordering. 


269 July 1991 * 276 Feb 1992 * 282 August 1992 290 April 1993 
270 August 1991 * 277 March 1992 285 Nov. 1992 292 June 1993 
271 Sept. 1991 * 278 April 1992. 286 Dec. 1992 293 July 1993 
273 Nov. 1991 * 279 May 1992 287 Jan. 1993 294 Aug. 1993 
274 Dec. 1991 * 280 June 1992 288 Feb. 1993 295 Sept. 1993 
275 Jan 1992 281 July 1992 * 289 March 1993 * 


These prices do not include postage costs. Cost of posting one copy is 28p. Costs for 


further numbers of copies can be estimated on the basis of one copy weighing approx- 
imately 65g. Contact your post office for prices of posting according to weight. 


Overseas customers should enquire as to postage costs before ordering. Orders should 
be sent with cash to: BNP Book Service, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW (Tele- 
phone 081 316 4721). 


SUBSCRIPTIONS: This is a reminder to those | ‘Keep the Union Flag Flying!’ is the battle- 


paying their BNP subs for 1994 early that from 
that year the rate goes up to £20 a year (with half 
rate for OAPs, students and unemployed). 


cry poem of Northern Ireland. See the April 
1991 issue of the Orange Torch, the 


magazine of the Orange Order in Scotland. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 

Hackney, London E2 7BZ 

HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB8 3BA 

CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


CAMBRIDGE 
PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
Cambridge CB5 9JR 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 


ISLE OF WIGHT 
PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.O0.W. PO38 1RA 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES. 

PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


WEST BROMWICH 
PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


‘WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO: Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


= Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
PO Box 45, Wellingborough NN8 3HE 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 
MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 

PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 

PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WARRINGTON 

c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP | 


MANCHESTER SOUTH 
PO Box 18, Manchester M21 9PZ 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & - 


Staines, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Southend-on-Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 


‘mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South Herts., 


Bedford, Stourbridge, Coventry, Grantham, 
likeston, North Wales, Bolton & Bury, 
Batley, Hull, York, Skipton, Tees-side, 
Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. 


_If you want to make contact with any of these 


units, or start a new unit, please write to 
BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 

OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 

PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 
NELSON & COLNE 

Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 

Lancs. BB8 OEN 

TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 


PO Box 53, South Shore, 
Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 


HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CUMBRIA 

PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
WEST LOTHIAN 

PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 
TAYSIDE : 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


NEW V.H.S. VIDEO CASSETTE! FREEDOM VIDEOS 
Race and Reality — with Dr. William Pierce. Dr. Pierce, National Alliance Chairman and Editor of | . š 
National Vanguard, is the guest on this live one-hour television programme, discussing the National Our UW, y Tane hee etapa a 
Alliance and its policies, its activities and why, ultimately, our cause will triumph: ‘“What we represent FEVISIONS and music videos ( ) is now 
is a natural order, and what they represent is unnatural and corrupt. In the end we will win.” Good available. | 
quality. £8.99 post-paid. Cheques/POs only to Life Rune Books, BCM Box 6089, London WC1N 3XX. Send an SAE for full lists to: Freedom 
send two first class stamps or IRCs for our latest catalogue of books and tapes. Videos, BM Truth, London WC1N 3XX. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- ra AE cance ae Reve 5 Me Mor Reem epi ny Sem: ANY ae ete 
P.O. BOX 117 | 

WELLING Radios. cea a a a 
KENT DA16 3DW 


{Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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